the  Republican  conspiracy 


TO 


DIVIDE  THE  UNION 


THE  HISTORY  OF 


DISUNIONISM  IN  INDIANA. 


There  can  be  no  doubt  but  there  was  an  ex- 
tensive conspiracy  among  leading  Eepublicans 
immediately  after  the  Presidential  election  of 
1S60,  to  divide  the  Union,  the  object  of  which 
was  to  fasten  upon  the  Northern  States, 
and  perpetuate  the  rule  of  the  party  that 
had  been  successful  in  that  election.  These 
men  well  knew  that  the  Southern  States, 
aside  from  the  question  of  slavery,  could 
have  no  sympathy  with  the  public  policy  that  the 
men  who  had  got  into  power  would  attempt  to 
fasten  upon  -the  Government,  and  while  those 
States  remained  in  the  Union,  these  schemes 
could  not  be  carried  out.  Hence  will 
be  seen  the  object  which  the  leading 
Republican  organs  had  in  view,  as  soon  as 
the  election  of  Mr.  Lincoln  was  known, 
in  proposing  that  the  dissatisfied  States  should 
be  permitted  to  secede  from  the  Union  in  peace. 
In  fact,  they  were  invited  to  go,  and  they  were 
assured  by  the  papers  representing  the  senti- 
ment of  the  successful  party,  that  the  Republi- 
cans would  offer  no  obstacle  to  their  sliding  out 
of  the  Union.  Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  the  Se- 
cessionists of  the  South  had  every  encourage- 
ment from  the  leading  Republican  journals,  rep- 
resenting the  Republican  party,  in  carrying  out 
their  wicked  schemes.  Day  after  day,  week  af- 
ter week,  and  month  after  month,  did  those  pa- 
pers furnish  arguments  to  justify  the  dissatisfied 
States  in  withdrawing  from  the  Union.  What 
motive  in  thus  advocating  a  dissolution  of  the 
Union,  a  separation  of  the  States,  as  soon  as  it 
was  known  the  Republican  party  had  been  suc- 
cessful in  both  the  State  and  National  elections, 
unless  for  the  selfish  and  unpatriotic  purpose  of 
securing  a  partisan  control  of  the  Government? 
We  do  not  charge  the  mass  of  the  Republican 
party  with  the  purpose  of  dissolving  the  Union 
and  changing  the  character   of  th"   Government 


to  perpetuate  Republican  rule,  but  the  evidence 
is  incontrovertable  that  such  was  the  object  of 
unscrupulous  Republican  leaders,  and  we  ask 
every  candid  Republican  to  carefully  and  dis- 
passionately read  the  facts  .we  shall  present  in 
proof  thereof. 

On  the  6th.  of  November,  1860,  the  Presiden- 
tial election  was  held.  On  the  9th  day  of  No- 
vember, three  days  after  the  election,  the  New 
York  Tribune  thus  advocated  not  only  the  right 
of  the  seceeding  States  to  set  up  an  independent 
Government,  but  the  policy  of  permitting  them 
to  do  so.     It  said: 

[From  the  Tribune  of  Nov.  9, 1860.J 

If  the  cotton  States  shall  become  satisfied  that 
they  can  do  better  out  of  the  Union  than  in  it, 
we  insist  on  letting  them  go  in  peace.  The  right  to 
secede  may  be  a  revolutionary  one,  but  it  exists 
nevertheless.  *  *  *  We  must  ever  resist  the 
right  of  any  State  to  remain  in  the  Union  and 
nullify  or  defy  the  laws  thereof.  To  withdraw 
from  the  Union  is  quite  anothermatter;  and  when- 
ever a  considerable  section  of  our  Union  shall 
deliberately  resolve  to  go  out,  we  shall  resist  all 
coercive  measures  designed  to  keep  it  in.  We  hope 
never  to  live  in  a  republic  whereof  one  section  is 
pinned  to  another  by  bayonets. 

The  Indianapolis  Journal,  simultaneously  with 
the  Tribune  advocated  the  same  policy.  We 
quote  in  proof  thereof  from  its  columns: 

f  From  the  Indianapolis  Journal,  Nov.  10,  I860.] 

Let  the  two,  or  three,  or  four  States  which  are 
bent  on  disunion  go  out,  and  go  to  ruin.  They 
solicit  their  peril,  and  we  arc  willing  they  should 
experience  its  virtues. 

A  few  days  thereafter  when  the  news  came 
that  Georgia,  Florida,  Alabama,  Mississippi  and 
Texas  would  join  South  Carolina  in  secession, 
ir  sairl: 


2 


[Prom  the  Indianapolis  Journal,  Nov.  13,  1K60. 
They  know  very  well  that  if  they  are  deter- 
mined to  leave  the  Union,  no  Republican  will  care 
to  have  them  stay.  A  Union  preserved  only  by 
intimidation  and  force  is  a  mockery,  and  it  is 
better  broken  than  whole.  If  South  Carolina  and 
her  associates  in  folly  really  want  to  leave  the 
Union,  they  can  go  without  a  word  of  objection 
from  any  man  north  of  Mason  and  Dixon's  line. 
#  *  *  We  do  not  believe  in  resisting  any 
secession  movement  in  the  least 

from  Ehe  Ii)ui;iiUii>(iIi-.  Journal,  Nov.  15,  I860. 

There  will  be  no  collision  of  hostile  forces 
unless  she  (South  Carolina)  makes  it,  for  the 
people  of  the  North  ivill  never  raise  or  use  an  army 
•to  force  any  State  to  stay  in  the  Union.  Such  an 
Union  would  combine  all  the  burthens  of  Union 
and  all  the  weakness  of  disunion.  "Coercion" 
we  regard  as  out  of  the  question  in  any  case. 

We  call  the  special  attention  of  the  reader  to 
the  following,  we  may  say,  prophetic,  description 
of  the  horrors  of  civil  war  from  the  same  source — 
an  evil  so  great  that  "the  separation  of  the  whole 
Confederacy  into  independent  nations  would  be 
harmless  beside  it."     Read: 

[From  the  Indianapolis  Journal,  Nov.  19,  I860.]  j 

There  are  higher  considerations  than  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  Constitution,  and  they  enter  into 
the  case  when  we  are  called  upon  to  decide  upon 
compelling  a  State  to  submit  to  it  by  force.  Se-  \ 
cession  is  revolution,  and  the  first  act  of  it  lifts  the  j 
whole  case  above  all  questions  of  forms  and  laws. 
We  are  to  decide,  then,  not  "What  is  legal  and 
constitutional?"  but  "  What  is  best?"  It  may  be  I 
best  to  follow  the  Constitution  to  the  last,  and  ; 
enforce  it  at  all  hazards.  But  it  may  also  hap- ; 
pen  that  this  will  not  be  best.  In  the  present 
case  it  seems  clear  to  us  that  if  the  enforcement ; 
of  the  Constitution  leads  to  civil  war,  we  shall 
be  better  off  to  let  the  Constitution  be  brokeu, 
and  save  bloodshed.  All  history  proves  that  no 
war  is  so  relentless  and  cruel  as  a  war  of  rela- 
tives. And  a  war  between  relatives  so  irritable, 
high  spirited  and  courageous  as  the  Americans, 
will  certainly  be  the  most  cruel  ever  known.  Eng- 
land never  fought  the  French  so  murderous  as 
she  tought  the  English  when  Cromwell  encoun- 
tered Prince  Kupert.  And  Americans  never 
fought  Englishmen  with  the  ferocity  with  which 
they  will  fight  each  other  when  Gen.  Scott  shall 
encounter  Jeff.  Davis.  We  can  imagine  no  evil 
equal  to  an  American  civil  war.  The  separation 
of  the  whole  confederacy  into  independent  na- 
tions would  be  harmless  beside  it.  We  can  not 
endure  the  thought  of  it.  The  main  question, 
therefore,  is,  not  the  constitutionality  of  secession, 
butthebloodand  horror  of  coercion.  Will  coercion 
produce  civil  war?  To  our  mind  it  is  beyond 
question.  But  this  is  not  the  only  reason  why 
secession,  if  it  is  resolved  upon,  should  not  be 
checked  by  force.  If  coercion  means  anything, 
it  means  to  preserve  the  Union.  Of  what  value 
will  an  Union  be  that  needs  links  of  bayo- 
nets and  bullets  to  hold  it  together?  What  bet- 
ter off  shall  we  be  with  South  Carolina  in  the 
Union  than  out  of  it,  if  she  is  to  fester  with  the 
wounds  inflicted  by  our  hands,  chafe   with   the 


memory  of  defeat  and  degrcdation,  and  seek  the 
first  opportunity  of  revenge?  Is  a  family  better 
off  with  a  member  in  it  who  has  to  be  watched 
perpetually  to  keep  him  from  firing  the  house? 
We  say  no.  Common  sense  and  humanity  say 
no.  If  any  State  will  go  from  us,  let  it  go. 
The  price  of  retaining  it,  if  it  is  to  be  paid  in 
blood,  is  far  greater  than  the  worth  of  it  when 
we.  have  got  it.  We  are,  therefore,  clearly  of  the 
opinion  that  any  attempt  to  resist  Iry  force  the  se- 
cession of  any  State,  or  combination  of  States, 
from  the  Union,  would  be  unwise  and  calamitous 
in  the  last  degree.  It  is  better  to  preserve  lives, 
and  all  of  friendliness  we  can  with  seceding  re- 
lations, than  to  preserve  the.  Constitution  at  cost 
of  war. 

Can  language  more  graphically  describe  the 
terrible  evils  of  civil  war  than  the  foregoing? 
And  history  has  made  every  word  true. 

On  the  28th  of  November  a  communication 
appeared  in  the  Journal  from  Rolert  Dale 
Owen,  upon  which  that  paper  remarks: 

[From  the  Indianapolis  Journal  Nov.  28,  1861. J 

He  (Owen)  maintains  that  though  secession  is 
unconstitutional,  if  it  be  deliberately  and  united- 
ly resolved  upon  b}--  a  State,  the  dictate  of  Chris- 
tian kindness,  no  less  than  of  political  wisdom,  is 
to  let  her  go  in  peace.  So  say  ice.  *  *  *  We 
deem  it  superfluous  to  argue  that  a  popular  Gov- 
rnment  can  never  be  preserved  by  force.  The 
act  of  compulsion  changes  it  to  a  despotism  so 
far  as  the  parties  affected  by  it  arc  concerned.  It 
is  no  Government  of  theirs  any  longer,  and  des- 
potism is  simply  a  Government  that  the  govern- 
ed don't  create.  Consequently  if  "coercion"* 
preserves  the  body,  it  surely  destroys  the  life  of 
this  great  popular  Government  it  secures  us 
an  Union  without  unity,  an  aggregation  of  States 
without  sympathy.  And  it  does  no  more. 
Whether  that  is  worth  preserving:  at  the  fearful 
price  of  civil  war  it  is  hardly  worm  while  to  ar- 
gue to  sensible  men.  *  *  Practically,  then, 
coercion  costs  us  a  great  deal,  and  gives  us  noth- 
ing. Theoretically,  it  costs  us  still  more,  for  it 
costs  us  our  consistency.  Secession  is  revolu- 
tion . 

To  show  still  further  the  designs  of  the  Re- 
publican leaders,  after  the  election  of  1860,  and 
that  they  w^-a  unit  for  disunion,  we  quote  the 
following  evidence  from  the  Chicago  Tribune,  tho 
leading  Republican  organ  of  the  Northwest: 
[From  the  Chicago  Tribune,  Dec.  1,  I860  ) 

Not  a  few  of  the  Republican  journals  of  tho 
interior  are  working  themselves  up  to  the  belief, 
which  they  are  endeavoring  to  impress  upon 
their  readers,  that  the  seceded  States,  be  they  few 
or  many,  will  be  whipped  back  into  the  Union. 
We  caution  all  such  that  in  language  of  that  sort 
they  are  now  adding  new  fuel  to  the  flame  which 
is  already  blazing  too  fiercely;  and  that  the  prob- 
abilities now  are  that  the  result  will  prove  them 
to  he  false  prophets.  No  man  knows  what  pub- 
lic policy  may  demand  of  the  incoming  Admin- 
istration; but  the  drift  of  opinion  seems  to  be  that, 
if  peaceable  secession  is  possible,  the  retiring  States 
will  be  assisted  to  go,  that  this  needless  and  bitter 
controversy  may  be  brought  to  an  end.  If  the 
Union  is  to  be '  dissolved,  a  bloodless  separation 


is  by  ail  means  to  be  coveted.  Do  not  Ut  usniake  Oil  the  21st  December.  1860,  the  ?ame  paper 
that  iinpossib/e.  ■  thus  illustrates  what  it  terms  the  foil}  of  "coer- 

Tiiey  will  not  only  be  permitted  to  go,  but  if  «on,"  and 
necessary  they  will  lie  assisted  to  go.     But  the  THe  advantages  of  set-akation. 

Indianapolis  Journal  uocs  still  further.     It  is  not        _  ,     , 

onlv  willing  to  let  the  seceded  States  go,  but  it       £om  tbe  "•"«»*  lou™*>  ««««»>«  '-'•  "60- 
argues  the  imoossibilftv  of  conquering  the  slave       rhosc   who   ,alk   P0  PMY  «  "coercion,"  do 
States  if  they  determine  upon  separation.  Read:  not  stop  to  think  of  its  evils  or  its  usclessnoss. 

It,  then,  me  dissatisfied  sections  will  not  agree  to 

THE  FOIXY  OF  ATTEMPTING    SUBJUGATION.         rQmain  t0oCthcr,  thev  should  agree  tO  part  pCaCC- 

[^rom  the  !.n^apolis  Journal . Dec.  7rl£qo.]  ably,    to    arrange    such    treaties    for  the    con- 

Bat  let  us  ask  all  who  butt  all  these  considera-  tinuance  of  trade  between  them  as  exist  he- 
tions  over  with  their  resolute  determination  to  tween  other  nations,  and  divide  the  national 
show  that  this  is  a  "strong  government,"  and  shall  property  and  debts  fairly.  This  is  not  only  prae- 
iook  so  to  nations  abroad,  how  will  a  war  ticable,"but  it  is  far  easier  than  any  other  course, 
strengthen  the  Government?  In  the  first  place  And  if  it  is  done,  the  interest  of  neither  section 
a  war  will  concentrate  every  slave  State  against  will  suffer  greatly.  Cotton  will  be  sold  North, 
the  Government.  TJiat  is  certain,  and  may  be  as  and  the  grain,  meat  and  goods  sold  South,  as 
well  taken  into  consideration  first  as  last.  If  it  before,  simply  because  they  can  be  sold  in  each 
is,  we  must  then  measure  ourselves  for  a  war  of  case  to  a  better  advantage  than  elsewhere.  Wo 
twenty  millions  against  ten  millions,  each  side  of  the  North  will  have  only  our  due  share  of  the 
equally  brave  in  arms  and  military  duties,  and  the  national  debt  to  pay,  and  "will  have  a  fair  share 
twenty  Millions  to  go  to  the  land  and  fight  round  the  of  the  national  property.  Business  will  soon 
honus  of'  the  ten  millions.  How  long  would  the  fall  into  the  changed  channels,  and  go  on  as 
war  last,  think  you?  Ten  years?  Yes,  fifty  prosperously  as  ever.  It  is  at  least  as  easy  to 
years — forever — for  the  enmity  begotten  of  it  keep  up  a  profitable  business  with  the  South  as 
never  would  die.  The  very  contact  of  our  peo-  with  England,  if  we  are  willing  to  take  the  same 
pic  and  territories  would  perpetuate  it.  Then  steps  to  do  it.  But  if  we  are  not,  and  insist  on 
we  would  never  conquer  the  ten  millions.  Con-  preserving  the  Union  by  force,  we  shall  destrov 
scquently  our  Government,  instead  of  being  all  trade,  North  and  South,  utterly.  We,  as  the 
proved  '"strong,"  would  be  proved  nothing  but  remainder  of  the  Union,  will  be  saddled  with  the 
a  bloody  feebleness,  a  tyranical  stupidity.  But  whole  national  debt,  and  with  a  diminished  rcve- 
if  we  should  conquer  the  ten  millions,  as  with  nue,  and  worse  than  all,  with  a  debt  fifty  times 
the  help  of  slave  insurrections  we  might  (though  as  large  to  keep  up  the  war  with  the  South."  When 
it  might  look  a  little  inconsistent  for  us  to  use  all  is  done,  both  sections  mined  in  trade,  cne  full 
such  a  help  after  protesting  against  the  use  of  of  rebellion*  slaves,  the  other  full  of  starring 
Indian  help  by  the  British  during  the  revolu-  workmen;  and  both  loaded  with  war  debts,  the 
tionary  war),  what  have  we  done?  Made  our  Unicm  is  just  h* 'itt>>rlu  dh-ided  as  it  was  before  lftr: 
Government  stronger?  No,  we  have  hopelessly  war  began.  For  all  our  expense,  Woodshed  ill- 
split  it.  A  peaceable  separation  might  some  feeling  and  ruin,  we  have  got — what'  Xothino. 
time  be  peaceably  bridged  over,  and  a  reunion  Think  of  it,  ye  coeercion  advocates  and  profound 
effected.  Bin  a  war  buries  in  blood  the  last  hope  statesmen,  who  deem  force  the  wisest  power  of 
of  reconciliation.  We  conquer  the  slave  States,  this  nineteenth  century!  You  have  had  vonr 
and  they  arc  no  more  of  our  Government  or  war,  and  you  have  got  its  evil*  for  pav,  and" you 
onr  people  than  if  they  had  been  allowed  to  leave  have  got  nothing  else.  Your  Union'  is  a  thou- 
both.  We  can't  force  them  to  exercise  any  of  sand  times  more  hopelesly  divided  than  ever, 
the  rights  of  members  of  the  Confederacy  unless  Disunion,  then,  can  do  no  harm  however  Wisely 
they  please,  and  all  can  do  is  to  collect  the  rev-  met,  but  it  will  ruin  both  sections  if  unwisely 
cnue  at  their  ports.  As  we  collect  about  $4,000,-  met.  *  *  *  It  i»  the  dictate  of  hunian- 
000  a  year  in  all  the  gulf  States,  and  it  will  cost  ity,  and  the  demand  of  the  enlightenment  of  the 
510,000,000  a  year  to  keep  an  army  down  there  nineteenth  century,  that  war  shall  never  be  re- 
big  enough  to  prevent  the  people  from  going  sorted  to  to  decide  a  question  of  humanity.  Let 
off  from  us,  and  about  85,000,000  to  maintain  a  us  face  disunion  calmly,  measure  it  fullv,'and  we 
navy  to  collect  any  revenue  at  all,  it  looks  to  us  shall  find  that,  however  we  may  lament  it.  we 
that  as  money  operation,  it  foots  up  badly  for  us.  need  not  be  frightened  at  it. 
*  *  As  to  the  seceding  States,  we  say,       It  will  not  be  forgotten,  in  connection  with  the 

"Let  them  go  out."  We  can  not  keep  them  in  foregoing  a.igument,  that  the  seceded  States  sent 
this  Union,  though  we  conquer  them,  and  it  is  Commissioners  to  Washington  to  arrange  terms 
better  to  have  them  friends  out  of  the  family,  for  a  peaceable  separation,  the  division  of  the  na- 
than  enemies  in  in  it.  j  tional  debt  and  the  public  property. 

Discussing  "The  Philosophy  of  Disunisn,"  a  ,•_.       ,,    .   ..  ...         ,  _  *     '   • 

,_,  a°,     ...     y  i         "  i  !  From  the  Irulraiiapnliv.Iourna],  IX-c.24,  1S60.1 

few  days  after,  the  Journal  says:  l  '  J 

r  '      ..    .   ,.       T         .    '        ,     ,,  ,„„„  ,  If  South  Carolina  comes  to  the  Union,  a"=kiricr 

[From  the  Indiana  Journal,  December  11,  1860.1         L     i  „  w  ,        >„iM ,,-,. ,,„i  •  ^,    \ '     ,       p 

L  '         -        ,  to  be  let  go,  deliberately  assuring  us  that  she  is 

An  alliance  between  the  two  sections  may  ex- 1  not  as  well  oft"  here  as  she  would  be  alone that 

ist,  but  never  an  union.     *     This  philosophy  of  association   with   us   is   oppressive  to   her,  and 

secession,  then,  in  our  judgment,  justifies  us  in  injurious  to   her  "institutions,"  we  should  say 

advocating  the  peaceable  departure  of  the  Gulf  Consent!      With  a  thousand  voices,  if  we  had 

States.  them,  with   every   fibre  of  every  tongue  in  the 


Union,  if  wo  could  command  it,  we  would  say, 
Consent!  *  If  any  State,  or  States,  desire 
to  leave  us,  and  represent  that  they  are  damaged 
by  connection  with  us,  we  say,  let  them  go, 

In  an  article  reviewing-  a  speech  of  "Senator 
Seward  on  the  Crisis,"  before  the  New  England 
Association  in  New  York,  the  same  paper  re- 
marks: 

[From  the  Indianapolis  Journal,  Dec.  27,  1S60.] 

On  the  other  point  he  expresses  only  the  views 
we  have  advocated  from  the  beginning  of  this 
disturbance.  You  can  not  compel  friendship  and 
fraternity,  and  if  the  Union  is  not  a  friendly  one 
it  is  nothing.  If  it  is  not  held  together  hy 
love  for  it  and  trnst  in  its  benefits,  it  is  no 
Union,  whatever  else  it  may  be.  *  *  Fight 
the  Gulf  States  to  compel  them  to  love  us 
well  enough  to  stay  with  us!  This  is  the  ab- 
surdity at  the  bottom  of  coercion.  *  *  * 
But  if  they  do  not  assail  the  Government,  but 
come  to  the  other  States  respectfully  represent- 
ing that  the  Union  is  oppressive  to  them,  and 
that  they  desire  to  be  relieved  from  it,  and  to 
form  a  Government  of  their  own,  the  party 
that  makes  war  in  reply  to  that  petition  will  find 
itself  hopelessly  rained  in  a  very  little  time. 

The  Journal,  in  comparing  the  different  cir- 
cumstances between  the  nullification  of  South 
Carolina  in  1832,  standing  alone,  and  the  sym- 
pathy of  at  least  seven  other  States,  making 
common  cause  with  her  in  1860,  says. 

]From  the  Indianapolis  Journal,  Dec.  29,  18C0.] 
The  cases  are  too  terribly  different  to  admit  of 
an  application  of  the  same  policy  with  the  same 
results.  What  was  judicious  firmness  in  1832, 
may  be  ruinous  policy  in  1860.  What  was  a 
wise  assertion  of  national  power  in  1832  may 
become  a  disastrous  and  useless  civil  war  in 
1860.  Those  who  urge  earnestly  the  "Jack- 
sonian"  policy,  should  show  the  nation  that  this 
is  a  "Jacksonian"  cause. 

In  its  issue  of  January  8, 1861,  and  at  different 
periods  afterwards,  it  advocated  similar  views  to 
those  we  have  emoted. 

THE  JOURNAL  CLAIMS    THAT  THE  SECESSION  OF 
SOUTH  CAROLINA  DISSOLVES  THE  UNION. 

In  announcing  the  fact  that  South  Carolina 
had  passed  an  act  of  secession,  the  Journal  takes 
the  position  that  that  act  dissolves  the  Union. 
Read: 

|  from  the  Indianapolis  Journal,  Dec.  22,  I860.] 

South  Carolina  has  seceded.  *  *  Well, 
we  are  a  severed  nation.  We  are  a  divided 
house.  And  we  are  none  the  worse  for  it.  All 
the  mischief  that  the  apprehension  of  disunion 
eould  do,  has  been  done,  and  disunion  itself 
can  do  nothing  if  we  do  not  force  it  to.  We 
are  well  rid  of  South  Carolina,  if  we  are  only 
wise  enough  to  count  it  a  riddance  and  nothing 
worse.  *  *  If  other  States  follow,  let  them. 
If  all  the  South  follows,  let  it.  *  *  In  God's 
name,  and  for  humanity's  sake,  let  them  go  in 
peace.  *  *  *  If  South  Carolina  pretends  to 
be  an  independent  Government,  she  must  control 
her  own  ports,  and  if  we  blockade  them  she  must 
drive  us  out.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  to  her 
national   existence   as   the    air  is  to  individual 


existence.  By  blockading  their  ports,  therefore, 
we  only  resort  to  a  trick  to  bring  the  first  attack 
from  South  Carolina,  instead  of  making  it  our- 
selves. And  that  trick  is  unworthy  a  great  na- 
tion. If  we  are  right  we  can  begin  the  attack, 
without  seeking  pretexts.  If  we  are  not  right, 
we  are  only  showing  cowardice  as  well  as  cruel- 
ty in  resorting  to  such  a  trick.  There  is,  there- 
fore, no  escape  from  a  war,  if  we  refuse  to  admit 
the  independence  of  South  Carolina. 

THE  REPUBLICAN  PAPERS  CONCEDE  THE  RIGHT 

OF  SECESSION    OR  REVOLUTION. 
[From  the  Tribune  of  November  26,  1S60] 

If  the  cotton  States  unitedly  and  earnestly 
wish  to  withdrew  peacefully  from  the  Union,  we 
think  they  should  and  would  be  allowed  to  do  so. 
Any  attempt  to  compel  them  by  force  to  remain 
would  be  contrary  to  the  principles  enunciated 
in  the  immortal  Declaration  of  Independence, 
contrary  to  the  fundamental  ideas  on  which  hu- 
man liberty  is  based. 

[From  the  Tribune  of  Dec.  17,  I860.] 

If  it  (the  Declaration  of  Independence)  justi- 
fied the  secession  from  the  British  Empire  of 
three  millions  of  colonists  in  1776,  we  do  not  see 
why  it  would  not  justify  the  secession  of  five 
millions  of  Southerners  from  the  Union  of 
1861. 

[From  the  Tribune  of  February  23.  1861.] 

We  have  repeatedly  said,  and  we  once  more  in- 
sist thatthe  great  principle  embodied  by  Jefferson 
in  Declaration  of  American  Independence,  that 
Governments  derive  their  just  powers  from  the 
consent  of  the  governed,  is  sound  and  just,  and 
that  if  the  slave  States,  the  cotton  States  or  the 
Gulf  States  only  choose  to  form  an  independent 
nation,  they  have  a  clear  moral  right  to  do  so. 
*  *  #  Whenever  it  shall  be  clear  that  the 
great  body  of  the  Southern  people  have  become 
conclusively  alienated  from  the  Union,  and 
anxious  to  escape  from  it,  we  will  do  our  best  to 
forward  their  views . 

[From  the  Indianapolis  Journal,  Nov.  28,  I860.] 

Secession  is  revolution.  We,  having  estab- 
lished our  Government  by  revolution,  on  the 
right  of  a  people  at  any  time  to  change  a  gov- 
ernment which  is  oppressive  to  them,  can  not 
deny  that  right  to  those,  who  deliberately  declare 
our  Government  is  oppressive.  What  we  claim- 
ed as  our  right  we  can  not  deny  to  those  who 
claim  it  of  us,  and  helped  us  to  assert  our  claim 
at  the  outset. 

[From  the  Indianapolis  Journal,  Dee.  7,  1860. 
The  Declaration  of  Independence  is  our  au- 
thority that  any  State  or  nation  deliberately  re- 
solving that  its  Government  is  intolerable,  has  a 
light  to  change  it.  And  it  no  where  declares 
that  anybody  has  the  right  to  judge  whether  the 
Government  is  intolerable  hut  those  who  pro- 
pose to  change  it.  We  would  not  permit  Eng- 
land to  judge  for  us  whether  her  Government 
was  oppressive  to  us.  We  have  no  right  to 
judge  for  South  Carolina  whether  our  Govern- 
ment is  oppressive  to  her.  *  *  Thus,  we 
neither  strengthen  our  Government,  or  increase 
ourrevenue,  or  assist  our  prosperity,  by  fighting 
the  seceded  States.and  we  violate  aright  asserted 


in  our  own   Declaration  of  Independence,  we 

meanly  insist  upon  an  association  that  is  con- 
temptuously repelled,  and  we  end  in  splitting  the 
Government  a  little  more  hopelessly  than  any 
peaceable  secession  c'Ould  do. 

[Prom  the  Indianapolis  Journal,  January  ]{>,  1861.] 

We  believed  and  still  believe,  that  the  true 
province  of  Government  is  not  more  to  preserve 
itself,  than  to  adapt  itself  to  the  demands  of  the 
governed,  and  that  a  war  to  maintain  one  gov- 
ernment over  those  who  believe  that  they  would 
be  better  off  under  another,  is  unwise,  cruel,  and 
in  Americans,  inconsistent. 

[From  the  Indianapolis  Journal,  February  .s,  1861.] 

It  was  best  (to  let  South  Carolina  go  J  because 
our  Declaration  of  Independence  recognizes  the 
right  of  a  people  to  change  their  Government; 
because  if  retained  by  force  she  would  not  be  a 
member  of  the  Union;  because  if  subjugated  she 
would  be  more  troublesome  than  if  released;  be- 
cause, in  short,  war  could  not  maintain  the 
Union,  and  anything  but  the  Union  would  not 
be  worth  maintaining  at  all. 

THE  JOURNAL  PRONOUNCES    THE  MONTGOMERY 
CONSTITUTION  AN  IMPROVEMENT  UPON  OURS. 

[From  the  lndianapol;s  Journal,  March  23,  lSbl.j 
We  have  read  it  (the  Constitution  of  the 
slave  Confederacy)  carefully  and  must  confess 
that,  except  its  special  provisions  in  regard  to 
slavery,  it  is  about  as  good  a  charter  of  govern- 
ment as  could  have  been  devised.  Probably  this 
excellence  is  due  to  the  fact  that  in  all  important 
respects  it  is  a  copy  of  the  one  the  Confederacy 
has  just  repudiated,  though  improved  in  a  few 
points  which  experience  has  shown  to  be  imper- 
fect in  ours. 

After  enumerating  a  number  of  those  amend- 
ments the  Journal  adds: 

In  all  these  particulars  the  Southern  Constitu- 
tion is  an  improvement  on  ours. 

ANOTHER  REPUBLICAN  ORGAN  IN  FAVOR  OF 
RECOGNIZING  THE  SOUTHERN  CONFEDERACT. 

[From  the  Cincinnati  Commercial.  March  1S61.] 
War  for  the  subjugation  of  the  Seceders  would 
be  unwise  and  deplorable. 

If  there  are  two  nations  here  who  have  been 
living  in  an  unnatnral  Union,  they  should,  for 
the  benefit  of  one  or  both,  be  separated. 

The  sun  will  shine  as  brightly  and  the  rivers 
run  as  clear — the  cotton  fields  will  be  as  white 
and  the  wheat  fields  as  golden — when  we  ac- 
knowledge the  Southern  Confederacy. 

We  are  not  in  favor  of  blockading  the  South- 
ern coast.  We  are  not  in  favor  of  retaking  by 
force  the  property  of  the  United  States  now  in 
the  possession  of  the  Seceders.  We  would 
recognize  the  existence  of  a  Government  formed 
of  all  the  seceding  States,  and  attempt  to  culti- 
vate amicable  relations  with  it. 

THE  JOURNAL  INDORSES  THE  POSITIONS  WE 
HAVE  QUOTED  FROM  IT,  FOUR  MONTHS  AFTER 
THE    FALL   OF    SUMTER. 

[From  the  Indianapolis  Journal,  August  21,  18C1.] 
If  they  (the  rebels)  will  lay  down  their  arms, 
and  now  come  to   the  nation   for  permission  to 
separate,  we  shall  again  say  "yes,"  for  we  have 


SEEK     NO     UKArfON     TO     CHANGE    THE  VIEWS  WB 
ADVOCATED  LAST    WINTER. 

That  is  the  only  condition  the  Journal  requires 
to  permit  the  rebels  to  dissolve  the  Union,  to  di- 
vide this  great  Confederacy  of  States  in  twain. 
If  the  rebels  will  lay  down  their  arms  and  ask 
permission  to  separate,  the  Journal,  the  organ  of 
the  Republican  party  in  Indiana,  is  pledg^fcto 
let  them  go.  Is  that  loyalty  to  the  Constitution 
and  the  Union? 

We  ask  every  candid  citizen  to  read  the  record 
of  the  New  York  Tribune,  the  Chicago  Tribune. 
the  Cincinnati  Commercial  and  the  Indiana  State 
Journal  in  favor  of  letting  all  the  dissatisfied 
States  secede  or  separate  from  the  Union  in 
peace,  and  set  up  a  Government  of  their  own, 
and  then  we  inquire,  if  they  can  arrive  at  any 
other  conclusion  than  there  was  an  extensive 
conspiracy  among  leading  Republicans  to  divide 
the  Union  to  perpetuate  the  rule  of  the  Repub- 
lican party?  More  than  this.  They  concede 
the  right  of  those  States  to  secede,  whenever,  in 
their  own  opinion,  the  old  Government  has  be- 
come oppressive  or  injurious  to  them.  Secession, 
these  representatives  of  Republican  sentiment 
say,  is  revolution.  Our  Government,  they  say, 
is  founded  upon  tins  doctrine.  The  Dec- 
claration  of  Independence,  they  claim,  gives 
dissatisfied  States  the  right  to  dissolve  their  con- 
nection with  the  Government  to  which  they  owed 
allegiance,  whenever,  in  their  judgment,  that 
Government  becomes  inimical  to  them.  And 
they  not  only  concede  this  right  of  revolution, 
but' they  go  one  step  farther,  and  say  that  sepa- 
ration in  peace  is  infinitely  preferable  to  civil 
:  war.  Follow  out  the  premises  of  these  Repub- 
lican organs  to  a  legitimate  conclusion,  and  what 
is  the  result?  Is  it  anything  less  than  "coercion" 
on  the  part  of  the  Federal  Government  is  des- 
potic, tyrannical,  cruel,  anti- American,  and  ru- 
;  inous  to  all  sections  of  the  country?  If  they  fa- 
jvor  the  prosecution  of  the  war,  are  they  not 
traitors  to  their  own  convictions,  and  there  can 
be  no  meaner  treachery? 

Such  is  the  record  of  disunion  in  Indiana  and 

throughout  the  North.     Can  any  one  doubt  that 

the  oft-expressed  willingness   of  these   leading 

Republican  prints  to  let  all  dissatisfied  States  de- 

I  part   in    peace,    had    a    powerful    influence    in 

i  strengthening   Secessionism  in   the   South,  and 

producing  the  present  condition  of  public  affairs? 

I  Upon  those  papers  rests  much  of  the  rcsponsi 

I  bility  of  the  terrible  civil  war  which  is  now  con- 

!  vulsing  the  nation,  and  all  the  evils  that  may  fol- 

]  low.     They  loved  then  party  more  than  their 

;  country;    and     were    willing    that     this    great 

Government,       freighted        with        hope        to 

(the       oppressed      of      all      nations,       should 

be  disunited,  and  even  destroyed,  that  a  politi- 

;  cal  party  might  triumph  and  continue  in  power. 

Such  is  the  result  of  unhallowed  ambition. 

There  are  other  acts  of  the  Republican  lead- 
1  ers,  to  which  we  can  not  now  refer  for  want  of 
I  space,  that  perhaps  more  than  the  evidence  we 
j  have  produced,  confirms  the  charge  that  imme- 
i  diately  after  the  election  of  1 860  a  conspiracy 
\  existed  among  them  to  dissolve  the  Union,  by 
'  driving  the  Gulf  States,  if  no  others,  from  it. 


SPEECH   OF 


HON.  WILLIAM  M.  M'CARTY. 

AT  THE 

DEMOCRATIC  CONVENTION  IN  SHELBY  COUNTY. 


Judge  McCarty  said:  Ho  had  gloomy  fore- 
bodings for  the  fixture  of  the  country.  The  or- 
deal of  thi?  civil  war  is  to  test  the  stability  of 
our  Government,  and  the  fitness  of  our  people 
for  self-government.  If  with  wise  and  salutary 
laws — secu:  itv  for  life  and  property — with  com- 
merce, agriculture,  and  the  arts  all  flourishing — 
with  every  clement  of  wealth  and  prosperity 
around  u- — a  part  of  society  thus  blessed  shall 
attempt  to  reverse  this  picture,  and  crumble  to  a 
heap  of  ruins  our  institutions,  we  may  well  have 
ground  for  doubt.  If  the  demons  of  discord  and 
hate  are  too  potent  for  fraternal  love — if  bigotry 
is  to  master  tolerance — if  frenzied  madness  is  to 
rule  over  reason  and  statesmanship — if  conserva- 
tism is  to  yield  to  fanaticism — anarchy  be  substi- 
tuted for  law — mobs  to  riot  in  licentiousness,  the 
days  of  the  republic  are  then  numbered.  We  all 
have  a  common  stake  in  the  future  destiny  of 
our  Government — all  owe  the  military  duty  of 
crushing  treason  against  it,  and  all  owe  the  po- 
litical duty  of  preserving  and  maintaining  it. 
And  here  let  me  say  he  who  would  exclude  his 
co-sovereign  from  his  voice  and  weight  in  the 
legislation  and  policy  of  the  country,  exhibits 
the  spirit  of  the  despot  and  not  of  the  republi- 
can; and  he  who  would  become  the  slavish  echo 
of  power,  or  would  abdicate  his  political  rights 
and  duties,  or  suffer  them  to  be  wrested  from 
him,  is  not  a  free  man,  but  a  slave  and  a  coward. 

And  here,  as  Democratic  loyalty  has  been  im- 
peached and  libelled,  let  me  run  a  parallel  be- 
tween Democratic  loyalty  and  the  loyalty  of 
others — not  to  criminate  others,  but  to  vindicate 
the  Democratic  party  of  the  Northwest.  Loy- 
alty is  but  fidelity  to  the  Constitution  and  the 
laws.  This  is  the  test,  as  law  is  the  only  sov- 
ereign in  a  republic,  we  owe  no  allegiance  to  Mr. 
Lincoln — we  owe  it  to  his  constitutional  preroga- 
tives only.  The  annullment  of  the  whole  Con- 
8titution*(as  done  by  the  South)  are  acts  of  dis- 
loyalty; but  the  annullment  of  any  part  of  it  is 
equally  an  act  of  disloyalty-  Abolitionists  have 
advocated  a  higher  law  than  the  Constitution, 
and  one  at  war  with  it.  When  have  Democrats 
done  it?  Abolitionists,  in  many  localises,  have 
annulled  the  fugitive  slave  law,  and  wrested  from 
the  custody  of  the  law  fugiiives  from  labor,  and 
armed  posses  have  been  required  to  enforce  the 
laws.     When  has  Democracv  done  so? 


Slavery  is  guaranteed  and  protected  in  and  by 
the  Constitution.  Abolitionists  have  waged  a 
crusade  against  it.  When  has  Democracy  done 
so? 

Mr.  Sumner's  bill  proposed  to  blot  out  State 
sovereignty,  and  degrade  it  to  teriitorial  vassal- 
age. When  did  Democracy  urge  such  revolu- 
tionary measures? 

During  the  reign  of  Know  Nothingism  and 
Plug  Uglyism  at  Louisville,  Baltimore  and  else- 
where, the  sceptic  of  sovereignty — the  elective 
franchise — was  wrested  from  the  people.  When 
have  the  Democracy  thus  outraged  the  elective 
franchise  and  law? 

The  Constitution  forbids  the  abridgement  of 
the  liberty  of  the  press,  and  the  liberty  of  speech, 
and  guarantees  a  speedy  trial  to  a  man  deprived 
of  his  liberty:  When  has  Democracy  suppressed 
presses?  when  struck  down  the  liberty  of  speech? 
and  when  denied  a  speedy  trial  to  a  prisoner? 

Measure  these  acts  by  the  legal  test  of  disloy- 
alty, by  the  standard  of  fidelity  to  law,  and  apply 
it  to  Democracy  and  the  enemies  and  libellers  of 
Democracy. 

Why,  my  fellow  citizens,  the  great  Burke  once 
said  that  he  who  set  up  his  will  against  law,  was 
alike  the  enemy  of  society  and  the  enemy  of 
God.  Who  are  in  this  category — Abolitionists 
or  Democrats? 

You  all  recollect,  fellow  citizens,  when  Web- 
ster voted  for  the  compromise  measures  of  1850, 
to  avert  the  calamities  of  civil  war,  that  Faneuil 
Hall,  the  cradle  of  liberty,  was  closed  to  his  elo- 
quent lips  by  the  fanatics  of  Boston;  and  how 
nobly  he  vindicated  the  liberty  of  speech,  not  as  a 
right,  but  as  a  duty  "in  times  of  peace  and  in 
times  of  war,"  as  a  legacy  which,  if  he  left  no 
other,  he  would  bequeath  his  children.  And  you 
also  know  that  Jefferson,  the  great  Apostle  of 
Liberty,  once  knelt  and  swore  eternal  hostility  to 
every  fetter  upon  human  thought  and  human 
conscience,  and  his  great  battle  against,  and  vic- 
tory over,  the  alien  and  sedition  law,  was  for  the 
freedom  of  speech. 

When  our  forts  were  seized  and  our  mints 
plundered,  piracy  on  the  high  seas  inaugurated, 
our  capital  threatened,  I  felt  that  I  was  a  co-heir 
of  this  Government,  one  of  the  guardians  of  its 
liberties,  with  a  stake  in  its  future  destinies,  and 
an  oath  of  allegiance   on  my  conscience  to  up 


hold  tho  Constitution,  enforce  the  laws  and  pic-  One  word  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  war.  Can 
serve  the  Union,  and  my  voico  was  raised  for  the  any  man  fail  to  sec  that  if  the  statesmanship  in 
war.  But  I  never  dreamed  that  this  one  duty  of  council  or  the  military  skill  in  the  field  had 
the  warrior  required  an  abdication  of  my  politi-  home  any  relation  to  lhc  patriotism  and  giant 
cal  rights  or  duties  or  that  Democracy  and  loyal-  might  of  tho  people,  the  rebellion  would  have 
ty  were  so  in  conflict  that  they  could  not  co-  long  since  bo:n  crushed.  '1  lie  people  have 
exist.  thundered  their    power  into  the  drowsy  car  of 

If  men  believe  that  Democracy  so  palsies  their  the  Administration — have  demanded  to  be 
souls  with  cowardice  that  they  can  not  right,  it  launched  like  a  thunder  bolt  against  the  rebel- 
is  an  argument  against  it;  if  it  so  impoverishes  lion  to  crush  it.  But  hope  has  almost  sickened 
their  purse  that  they  can  not  aid  with  money,  it  over  the  protracted  struggle  and  its  hitherto  in- 
i;  an  argument  against  it;  if  it  so  benumbs  their  decisive  results. 

faculties  and  unfits  them  for  legislation,  it  is  an  Congress  by  its  action  and  the  speeches  of  its 
argument  against  it.  Does  a  war  destroy  the  members  betrayed  the  desire  of  a  large  party  to 
immutability  of  principle?  Does  it  make  truth  a  wage  this  war  for  purposes  ulterior  to  the  in- 
liar?  Is  the  head  robbed  of  its  wisdom  or  the  forccment  of  the  laws.  Was  it  wise  or  politic 
heart  of  its  patriotism?  if  so  then  this  self-stulti-  under  the  theory  that  the  secession  ordinances 
fication  and  the  renunciation  of  Democracy  is  are  null  and  void  and  the  Constitution 
a  duty.  But  I  fear  me  such  were  never  inoc-  still  in  force  South — to  ask  that  the  army  should 
ulatxl  with  genuine  Democratic  matter.  be  wielded  to  emancipate  slaves — was  it  poliiic  to 

True  Democracy  nerves  the  heart  to  battle  for  rob  the  loyal  people  South  of  lever  and  fulcium 
the  great  chart  of  our  liberties,  the  Constitution,  by  which  the  loyalty  of  the  South  could  be  re- 
in the  battlefield,  and  also  in  the  political  arena  kindled?  Not  content  with  this,  they  adopted  an 
— the  motive  is  as  hallowed,  the  duty  as  impera-  odious,  stringent  protective  tariff  to  swell  the 
tive,  in  the  one  case  as  in  the  other.  Now  the  bloated  fortunes  of  the  factories — not  only  cx- 
protcction  of  slavery  was  the  price  of  the  Union,  oncrating  this  class  from  their  just  quota  of  the 
and  is  as  essential  to  its  preservation  as  it  was  to  its  expenses  of  the  Government — but  subsidizing 
formation.  Yet  there  is  a  class  of  men  who  the  consumers  as  tributaries  to  their  wealth  by 
would  take  the  benefits  of  the  Constitu.ion  and  the  exclusion  of  foreign  competi  ion — measures 
reject  its  conditions/men  who  would  rob  tho  South  unpopular  in  the  South,  seeming  10  close  the 
of  its  guarantees — men  whose  aimis  to  arouse  pub-  door  to  conciliation  and  Strike  a  suicidal  blow  at 
lie  sentiment  into  a  furious  hostility  to  slavery, and  the  hope  of  a  reconstruction  of  our  Govci  nment. 
if  they  do  not  mean  its  extirpation  what  do  they  I  have  not  the  leisure  to  go  into  this  tariff 
mean?  Men  North  who  put  slavery  above  the  question — suffice  it  that  it  is  a  covert  and  dis- 
Constitution,  above  law,'  above  peace,  above  guiscd  levy  of  revenue  by  which  the  tax-payer 
everything — who  persecute  it  with  a  fanatic's  pays  to  Government  the  duty  on  impoited  goods, 
zeal  and  imperil  all  our  liberties  for  the  triumph  and  sometimes  to  some  individual  or  corporation, 
oftheir  doctrines;  and  men  South  who  put  slave-  the  amount  of  the  duty  when  not  imperii  d,  in 
ry  above  law,  above  Constitution,  above  peace,  the  shape  of  price  for  goods,  wares,  &c.  The 
above  the  safety  of  our  liberties,  are  alike  dis-  tribute  to  Government  we  may  cheerfully  pay — 
turbers  of  society.  It  is  not,  fellow-citizens,  in  but  I  protest  against  tribute  to  the  over-grown 
parchment  Constitutions  that  your  liberties  are  fortunes  of  the  Lawrences  and  Eastern  fac- 
embalmed,  but  in  the  spirit  of  the   people,  the  tories. 

tolerance  of  equal  rights,  as  political  communi-  The  present  tariff  being  almost  prohibitory  in 
ties,  or  as  men,  but  the  absence  of  that  dog-  its  character,  the  tribute  and  the  tax  under  it  is 
matic  infalibility  which  arrogates  superior  wis-  almost  exclusively  paid  to  individuals.  The  sig- 
dom  or  virtue  to  our  neighbor,  and  a  firm  an-  nilicant  facts,  that  wo  go  to  the  East  for  all  largo 
chorage  to  laws  which  are,  or  ought  to  be,  the  loans — that  the  interest  on  monev  there  is  but 
potential  guarantees  of  all  our  rights.  about  one-half  what  it  is  in  the  West — that  the 

My  fellow  countrymen,  the  logic  of  passing  factories  arc  realizing- larger  profits  and  dividends 
events  have  burned  into  my  brain  the  impression  than  ever  before,  whilst  our  staples  arc  dwai  fi  d  in 
that  the  conseivatives  of  the  country  must  save  it,  value — that  we  pay  more  for  nearly  every  article 
if  it  is  saved,  it  is  not  party  triumphs,  as  such,  in  our  shops  and  stores  and  get  so  much  less  for 
that  I  seek,  but  the  triumph  of  truth  over  cr-  our  products,  tells  tfajfc story  of  partial  and  nn- 
ror,  of  the  Constituton  over  its  enemies  every-  just  legislation,  and  yet  their  fabrics  are  excluded 
where,  patriotism  over  sectionalism.  My  Re-  from  a  Southern  market,  as  well  as  our  bacon, 
publican  friends  in  Indiana  are  not  generally  flour,  &c. ;  and  if  your  members  of  Congi ess  aic 
Aboliiiouists,  indeed  many  of  them  deem  it  an  so  ignonant  of  the  sci  nee  of  political  economy, 
insult  to  be  called  an  Abolitionist.  Let  me  ask  or  guilty  of  that  infidelity  to  equal  justice  as  to 
them  if  their  forces  are  not  united  and  if  the  allow  the  East  the  markets  of  the  wo  rid  a*;  against 
triumphs  of  Abolitionism  is  not  due  to  their  your  products,  ar.d  deny  you  a  like  liberty  as 
aid?  against  theirs,  they  are  not  fit  to  represent  you  in 

Mr.  Clay,  in  life  and  death,  for  his  sentiments  the  councils  of  the  nation  unless  yon' desire  by 
still  live,  refused  to  merge  or  affiliate  with  stress  of  legislation  money  to  be  filched  from 
those  men  whose  revolutionary  measures  struck  your  pockets  to  enrich  men  much  richer  than  ycu 
at  the  whole  fabric  of  Southern  society,  and  are.  The  reasons  urged  for  the  protective 
uoon  this  question  we  stand  where  Clay  did. '  svstem  do  not  rise  to  the  dignity  of  argument-. 
But  where  do  his  former  worshipers  "stand?  The  West  must  be  aud  I  predict  will  be  an  unit 
Echo  can  not  fail  to  answer  where.  upon  this  question.     If   reason  does   not  bring 


this  conviction,  their  impoverishment  will  open  periled  by  this  war  looks  to  the  enlightened  pai- 
their  eyes  to  Republican  misrule.  riotism  of  the  land,  I  denounce  that  despotism 

Mv  friend  Owen,  whose  eye  like  the  poet's  which  stifles  it.  I  will  not  stoop  to  mask  my 
"in  a  line phnmzy  rolling,  glances  from  earth,"  if  political  speeches  under  war  speeches — nor  to 
not  "to  heaven,"  to  "foot-prints"  on  its  confines,  ask  my  servants  in  the  White  House  or  in  Con- 
is  out  for  emancipation  —ever  true  to  his  worship  gress  for  liberties  enthroned  higher  than  they  are 
of  chimeras  for  human  happiness.  I  do  not  — in  the  Constitution  itself — and  if  I  believe  that 
question  his  motives — but  save  in  and  by  revolu-  this  cry  of  no  party  is  but  the  mask  of  party  to 
tion  where  is  the  warrant  of  power  in  the  Federal  swell  its  muster  rolls,  and  affiliate  Democrats 
Government  as  against  a  loyal  slaveholder  to  with  Abolitionists  and  therebj'peq^etuate  their  rule 
manumit  his  slaves  ?  The  crime  of  treason  may  — I  will  tear  off  the  mask  and  defy  the  gratuitous 
work  forfeiture  ;  but  where  is  the  power  to  an-  advice  to  leave  the  vessel  of  State  with  a  crew 
nul  State  laws  not  in  conflict  with  the  Federal  not  competent  to  save  it.  Wo  Democrats  were 
power  ?  It  may  be  in  bayonets,  or  it  may  be  in  taunted  in  times  past  when  we  warned  the  coun- 
the  sayings  of  Senators,  that  in  war  laws  are  try  of  its  dangers — as  Union  savers — and  my 
silent.  In  other  words,  to  defeat  revolution  we  hope  is  that  we  may  save  it  from  Union  wreck- 
must  resort  to  revolution ;  to  protect,  we  must  ers  North  and  South,  and  "purge  the  land  to  a 
violate ;  to  preserve,  we  must  destroy.  prestine    health,-'   by  a   conquest   of   secession 

No  one  will  pretend  that  war  adds  to  or  sub-  South  by  arms  and  abolitionism  North,  at  the 
tracts  from  the  Constitution,  and  where  will  you   ballot-box. 

find  power  in  Congress  or  the  President  to  wield  Democracy  shouts  for  the  Constitution  as  it  is 
the  army  in  time  of  peace  (or  war)  to  destroy  and  the  Union  as  it  was ;  and  what  have  we  to- 
slaverv  in  the  States,  and  yet  the  Tribune  and  day  by  telegraph?  Martial  law  proclaimed  and 
kindred  papers  say  that  the  war  will  not  termi-  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  suspended.  I  know  not 
natc  until  slavery,  its  exciting  cause,  is  abol-  what  public  exigencies  in  Indiana  exists  to  give 
ished.  to  police  officers  in  every  village  in  the  land  the 

Are  all  constitutional  limitations  upon  power  interpretation  of  what  is  loyalty  and  what  is  aid 
and  all  guaranties  to  be  blotted  out  under  the  and  comfort  to  the  enemy,  with  power  over  the 
cloak  of  enforcing  law  against  rebel  subjects.  j  liberty  of  every  citizen,  and  substitute  the  wis- 
Let  me  ask  you  if  there  is  not  as  much  loyalty  dom  of  these  "Dogberries"  formen  skilled  in  the 
in  fighting  to  preserve  a  legal  institution  as  to  law — military  courts  for  civil  ones,  with  a  jury 
overthrow  It V  of  our  peers — a  power  so   liable  to  abuse  from 

Is  not  the  argument  of  the  Secretary  of  the  the  ignorance  or  malice  of  informers  or  police- 
Navy  and  late  Secretary  of  War,  for  manning  men — is  a  novel  chapter  at  least  in  our  history, 
our  ships  and  garrisoning  our  forts  south  with  Some  of  our  pious  Abolitionists  hold  it  trea- 
negroes,  becairse  the  climate  was  deadly  to  the  son  to  discuss  military  or  political  questions 
whites,  an  argument  for  their  use  in  cotton  and :  during  a  war.  The  skillful  mariner,  amidst 
rice  fields?  Does  the  character  of  the  allotted  storms  and  dangers,  studies  his  charts  for  safety, 
work  vary  the  crime  of  servitude?  Is  there  and  our  perils  area  greater  stimnlous  for  patri- 
much  less  danger  or  less  despotism  in  one  than  otic  exertions;  and  if  the  people  have  not  virtue 
the  other'?  If  the  necessity  of  the  resort  to  negro  and  intelligence  enough  for  self-government,  then 
labor  is  felt  by  Government,  where  is  the  abstract  our  Republic  is  played  out. 
right  and  wrong  of  it?  As  a  commander  I  would  use  And  I  trust,  in  conclusion,  that  if  the  voices  of 
negroes  for  servile  labor,  but  do  not  degrade  our ,  Washington,  Jackson,  Clay  and  Webster,  speak- 
soldiers  to  the  peership  of  negroes  nor  risk  the  ing  from  the  grave,  have  not  been  sufficient  to 
censure  of  history  by  that  savage  and  indiscrim-  j  warn  us  against  sectional  controversies,  that  the 
inate  slaughter  of  men,  women  and  children  of  j  bitter  fruits  we  now  experience  will  teach  us  the 
which  theslaves  of  St.  Domingo  were  guilty.  In !  wisdom  of  their  counsels. 

vain  does  history  teach  by  example,  if  we  do  not  Now,  fellow-citizens,  the  questions  discussed 
profit  by  its  lessons.  There  are  some  other  lessons  have  a  bearing  upon  the  war.  I  have  not  noticed 
of  the  French  revolution  written  in  blood,  which  its  expenses,  which  threaten  to  engulph  your  for- 
the  "multitudinous  seas"  will  not  wash  out.  tunes,  for  the  sacrifice  seems  necessary;  but  par- 
What  are  they  that  Lafayette,  Mirabeau,  Bamave  tisan  sheets  even  wish  to  shield  thieves  from  that 
and  the  Girondists  fell  by  the  power  they  invoked,  I  withering  scorn  which  is  the  due  of  men  who  in 
and  like  Acteon  were  devoured  by  their  own  the  crisis  of  the  nation's  fate  will  rob  her  Treas- 
hounds?  All  liberty  was  destroyed  by  her  own  ury;  and  a  partisan  press  is  willing  to  make  the 
pretended  worshippers.  The  barricades  of  law  war  itself  an  instrument  of  partisan  triumph, 
were  swept  away  and  the  dogs  of  anarchy  Many  even  desire  that  the  army  itself  shall  be 
gorged  themselves  with  blood  and  pillage.  Be-  the  instrument  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  and 
lieving  as  I  do  that  all  liberty  must  perish  with  the  triumph  of  their  doctrines,  and  delugo  the 
the  liberty  of  speech,  I  shall  only  yield  it  with  North  if  not  with  black  laborers  with  black  pau- 
mv  life— and  believing  that  the  great  stake  im-  pers. 
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